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Remarks/Arguments 


35U,S,C,§112 


Claims 10 and 1 1 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. ^ 112 as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which the applicant regards as the 
invention. In response, claims 10 and 1 1 have been amended to depend from claim 9. 

35 U,S,C, ^ 102 

Claims 1-5 were rejected as being anticipated by Dnes (U,S. Patent No. 1,886,473). The 
applicant disagrees with ibis rejection;, however, has amended claim I to include sufficient 
limitations of claim 6 deemed to be allowable subject matter by the OfSfice. The amendment to 
claim I thns moots the rejection of claim 1-5. 

Clainis 1-3 were rejected as being anticipated by Kronseder (U.S. Patent No, 5,743377). 
These rejections are also mooted in light of the claim amendments. 

Claims 9-U were rejected as being anticipated by Schroder, however, this rejections is 
also mooted by the addition of claim elements to claim 9. 

Conclusion 

The Office deemed claim 6 to be allowable if rewritten in independent foim. 
Substantially all of the elements of claim have been included in amended claims 1 and 9. It is 
submined, therefore, ihat all claims are now in condition for allowance. 
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